IN  THE   CONTINENTAL   REFORMERS                                                        Jl
turns to the 'Clarity'1 of the Word. He begins this section by
answering those who have suggested that the Word is by no means
clear, because of the 'similes5 and 'riddles'2 that abound in it.
These people obviously mean Scripture by the Word, and
Zwingli obviously understands them to mean this. He answers
them by many examples from Old and New Testaments in which
God spoke to men and they immediately understood what He
meant despite the contrariness of the message to the promptings
of human reason. We are by now tempted to suppose that by
the Word of God Zwingli means two tilings equally, the direct
Word spoken to the individual soul, and Holy Writ, since this is
the only interpretation that makes his argument logical. If this
view is correct we are left with a very vague and loosely con-
structed Word of God, and must ascribe to Zwingli a belief in
something which later came to be known as the Inner Light.
This interpretation of Zwingli's thought is supported by a passage
in the 'Expositions' of the 67 Articles. In explanation of Article i
he is concerned to prove that the authority of the Word is inde-
pendent of the Church; he does so by means of numerous Scrip-
tural quotations of cases in which the direct Word of God was
thus independent, e.g. the voice of Christ to Paul on the Damascus
road. If the Word of God is in his mind limited to the Bible, he
has, of course, begged the question by endeavouring to prove
its independence from passages contained within it; the logical
fallacy is not so blatant if he includes in the Word of God the
Word spoken to the individual soul, although it is still present.
More importantly, what his arguments prove, if they prove any-
thing, is the independence of the direct Word of God, not in any
sense of the Bible.3
Yet there are almost innumerable passages in which Zwingli
uses the 'Scripture' and the 'Word of God3 as interchangeable
terms, and there is not the slightest reason for supposing that
under the term 'Scripture' is included anything not contained
within the Bible. Moreover^ Zwingli's protestation at the First
Disputation, 'We have the inerrant and impartial judge,, to wit, the
divine Scripture, which cannot lie or deceive5/ is robbed of much
of its point if Zwingli was really ready to admit as 'judge3 in cases
of theological dispute the direct Word of God spoken since the
writing of the Bible. Similarly, the conditions laid down by him
for the projected disputation at Baden in i$265 lose much of their
1 Klarhdt.                           * Gleichnisse; RmseL                        3
41, 498.                             5 Quoted, supra> p. 70.